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This paper entitled  “The Correlation between Students’ Motivation and Their 
Speaking Skill”. The writer conducted research at one of senior high school 
in Garut. This research is aimed to find out there is any significant difference 
between motivation and speaking skill. The research procedures of this 
research are: first, the writer made instrument, second the writer give 
questionnaire motivation trait, third the writer doing interview on answer was 
choose, last the writer conducted data and reported data. After the writer 
calculated the data used T-test, it showed mean (x) of students motivation is 
2.375  and the mean (x) of students speaking skill is 2.453 and then tcritical 
value by used significant level 0.05 is 2.0484 and t observed is 19,891 or tobserved 
≤  tcritical. Based on the test hypothesis, and the curve of hypothesis testing 
showed the t test was on area of Ha acceptance. It means that there was 
significant difference between motivation and speaking skill 
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INTRODUCTION 
Speaking is a tool to communicate with other people. It is an activity conducted by a person 
to communicate with others in order to express ideas, feeling, opinion, etc. it also used to 
share information among people, to negotiate, to solve  problem, to maintain social 
relationship and friendship. Speaking is used by people almost every time to interact with 
others. Therefore, it is an essential skill to be learned by students in learning English. 
Torky (2006:13), “Speaking is one of the four language skills (reading,writing, 
listening and speaking)” Speaking is a complex skill among the other three skills in 
English. No doubt that many students get difficulties in learning speaking, moreover to 
practice it. To learn speaking skill is not learning only about language it self, but also 
learning how to speak in learn to communication, However many students cannot use 
English in the classroom and in real communication. Because English is not their mother 
tongue, it is rarely used in daily activities to interact with others. They are not accustomed 
to used English neither in the classroom nor outside the classroom. On the other hand, 
actually to get successful in learning speaking, students should be at the situation in which 
they are willing to speak in English. Beside that students also should have strength from 
inside to speak up. In other words, many factor affect students in learning speaking. 
One of factors affect students in learning speaking is motivation. Motivating students 
to learn principle and strategies to use in motivating students to learn (Jere Brophy: 1986). 
Motivation seems having an important role in developing students speaking skill. 
Motivation is energy of students which come from inside or outside encouraging 
themselves to do something. It will give strength to students in learning speaking in order 
to speak up. In fact, motivated students will do everything which support their 
performance. They will do  the best way to get the best result. 
However, every students has different perception about speaking Not all students 
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perceive speaking in the same feeling. Many students judge speaking is a difficult subject 
to be learned. There are many factors that cause students getting problem in learning 
speaking. Many students are lack vocabulary as not knowing what to say English. Students 
often complain that they cannot think of anything  to say. Beside that, students feel that 
they are lack of confidence as the result they feel shyness. Students are also lack of 
practicing English neither in the classroom nor in the real communication. They prefer to 
speak their mother tongue rather than English because they feel it is more natural and easier 
to speak in Indonesian language. It happened because they are not accustomed to use 
English in and out the classroom. Moreover, students are afraid to making mistakes and 
being laugh by their classmate. So, they consider that speaking is difficult skill to practice. 
Al-Hebaish (2012) investigated about The Correlation between General Motivation 
and Academic Achievement in the Oral Presentation Course. The results indicated a 
positive significant correlation between the two variables. The more motivation learners 
were, the higher were their scores in the oral test. Highly motivation learners were ready 
to try to speak in front of other. Lack of general motivation, on the other hand, resulted in 
lack of interest to strive for high quality oral performance. Less confidence learners were 
not certain of their ability. They tended to try less which in turn leaded to low levels of 
achievement. The findings of the study also highlighted the importance of promoting 
general self-confidence among language learners in order to develop their oral proficiency. 
Therefore, this study will focus on analyzing the correlation between students’ 
motivation and speaking skill. Specifically, The study explores how create speaking skill 
naturally with the way like giving motivation one more time. It is will make students’ can 




In this research, the researcher would like to collect, process, and analyze the data in order 
to get the conclusion of the research. To obtain the data needed and to achieve the purpose 
of the study, the researcher applied quantitative data. According Creswell (2003), “ a 
quantitative approach employs strategies of inquiry such as experiments and surveys, and 
collects data on predetermined instruments that yield statistical data”. It is supported by 
Cohen (2007) that quantitative data analysis is a powerful research form, emanating in part 
from the positivist tradition. 
   The writer investigated possible cause and effect relationship among two variable.  
The design of this study was ex pose facto. According to Cohen (2007 : 264) “In the context 
of social educational research the phrase means ‘after the fact’ or ‘retrospectively’ and 
refers to those studies which investigated possible cause-and-effect relationship by 
observing and exciting condition or state of affairs and searching back in time for plausible 
causal factors.” According to K,. Marilyin et al in cited Azka (2014): 
   “Ex post facto was ideal for conducting social research when was not possible or 
acceptable to manipulate the characteristics of human participant. It was a substitute for 
true experimental research and could be used to test hyphotheses about cause and effect or 
correlation relationships where it was not practical or ethical to apply a true experimental 
or even a quasi-experimental design”. 
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In this study, the writer used close-ended questionnaires which is used Likert scale with 4 
options, there were Very Good, Good, Enough, Less. The writer gave questionnaires to 




Table 4.1.1. a 
The Result of  Students’ Motivation 
 
The total score of this questionnaires 
test was 2375. The max score of this test is 85 , 
although, the lowest score of students’ 
motivation in this study was 75 and the highest 
score was 85. 
a.  The Result of speaking test 
In this study, the writer just took the result 
of speaking test in the midtest and final test. 




























No. Student Score 
1. S1 75 
2. S2 79 
3. S3 80 
4. S4 81 
5. S5 82 
6. S6 84 
7. S7 85 
8. S8 75 
9. S9 75 
10. S10 75 
11. S11 80 
12. S12 82 
13. S13 82 
14 S14 83 
15. S15 80 
16. S16 75 
17. S17 75 
18. S18 75 
19. S19 85 
20. S20 80 
21. S21 75 
22. S22 75 
23. S23 85 
24. S24 75 
25. S25 76 
26. S26 78 
27. S27 80 
28. S28 80 
29. S29 85 
30. S30 75 
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The Result of  Students’ Speaking Test 
The total score of this test was 2415. The max score of this test is 85, although, the 





































According to the research questions in the chapter 1, the writer want to find out the 
effectiveness o students motivation and to find out the improvement of students’ speaking 
skill, based on the research result discussed in the previous chapter for the answer the first 
research question, the writer tested the hypothesis, for the first the writer would be tested the 
normality of difference score data used Lilliefors test and the result data was normal. Because 
the data distribution was normal, the hypothesis would be tested using t test. Based on the 
calculation of t test, it was found that tobserved was 19.891 for level significant α = 0.05 and 
tcritical was = 2.0484 and the hypothesis of the research as follows: 
No. Student Score 
1. S1 85 
2. S2 82 
3. S3 80 
4. S4 80 
5. S5 80 
6. S6 82 
7. S7 80 
8. S8 85 
9. S9 80 
10. S10 80 
11. S11 82 
12. S12 78 
13. S13 75 
14 S14 80 
15. S15 82 
16. S16 75 
17. S17 75 
18. S18 81 
19. S19 80 
20. S20 83 
21. S21 85 
22. S22 78 
23. S23 84 
24. S24 84 
25. S25 80 
26. S26 75 
27. S27 78 
28. S28 81 
29. S29 85 
30. S30 80 
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a. H0: There is no significant difference between speaking and questionnaire 
students in their speaking skill. 
b. Ha: There is a significant difference between speaking and questionnaire students  
in their speaking skill. 
Criteria: If –tcritical ≤ tobserved ≥  tcritical. Ha is accepted is and H0 is rejected. 
Because of the result of tobserved = 1.5000  was bigger than the result of tcritical = 2.0423 
or -2.0423 ≤ 1.5000 ≥ 2.0423, thus the writer concluded that Ha was accepted and H0 
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